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Sir: 



ELECTION OF SPECIES 



In response to the Election of Species Requirement dated June 21, 2005, Applicant elects 
with traverse Group (3), which was identified in the Election of Species Requirement as 
including Claims 1, 28-31 and 51-62. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the Election of Species Requirement and requests that it 
be withdrawn. Claims 63, 87-90 and 1 10-120 in Group (1 1) in particular are so similar in scope 
to the claims of the elected species that Applicant fails to understand why Group (11) was 
identified as a separate species from Group (3). Species must have mutually exclusive 
characteristics. MPEP 806.04(f). Applicant is unable to identify any limitation in independent 
Claim 1 that is mutually exclusive to the limitations contained within independent Claim 63 or 
vice versa. Applicant respectfully submits that the claims of Group (11) should be examined on 
the merits in this Application as part of the elected species. 
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Moreover, 37 CFR § 1.141(a) provides for examination of a "reasonable number" of 
species. Even if Group (1 1) is considered a species separate from elected Group (3), which it is 
not, Applicant submits that it would be unreasonable to deny examination of Group (11) given its 
obvious similarity to elected Group (3). What number of species could be considered more 
reasonable than two? 

Applicant reserves the right to file one or more divisional patent applications claiming 
§121 priority from the present application pending the outcome of the examination of the present 
application. A speedy and favorable First Office Action on the Merits is respectfully solicited. 

If the Examiner feels that a telephone interview would expedite prosecution of this patent 
application, he is respectfully invited to telephone the undersigned at 215-599-0600. 




KNOBLE YOSHIDA & DUNLEAVY, LLC 
Eight Perm Center- Suite 1350 
1628 John F. Kennedy Boulevard 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
(215) 599-0600 



